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CITY OF PORT ORFORD
PO BOX 310 555 20TH STREET PORT ORFORD OR .97465

Feb 23, 1993

Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, Suite 222 ’

Washington, DC 20554 ET3 I I (LI

Attn: Comments on Docket 92-235 FCC MAIL ROOM
/—\

Sirs:

Although I can understand the need for more radio channels in the
large metropolitan areas, this proposal would have serious and
costly effects on rural areas, such as Port Orferd.

The Port Orford Fire Department protects the City as well as a
large rural area. The rural area is gquite mountainous, with most
of the structures to be protected laying in the bottom of steep
sided valleys. The terrain of course has an adverse effect on our
ability to effectively communicate with our fire crews.

If our authorized transmission power were to be reduced we would
either loose the ability to communicate in those areas or we would
have to install a series of repeaters, at considerable expense.

We have recently upgraded our communications system, by replacing
our old one channel radios with new 16 channel radios, greatly
improving our internal communications as well as enabling us, for
the first time, to communicate with the other emergency service
providers we work with.

As a part of the upgrade and in conjunction with one of the near
by rural departments we have just installed a repeater which allows
us to communicate with the further most areas of our district,
something we have not been able to do in the past.

It is my understanding that our new, and rather expensive radio
system, and our new repeater are not compatible with the system
proposed.

Thus to comply with the pronosal. we would have to purchase another

resources to do so.
We are strongly opposed to the changes suggested in Docket 92-235.

Sincerely Yours,

-

Dean Madison
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